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Correspondence.

SCHOOL BOARDS AND MEDICAL CERTIFI-
CATES.

" Audi alteram partem."

To the Editors of THE LANCET.

SIRS,-The question of signing School Board certificates is
arriving at a stage in which some concerted action one way
or the other appears desirable on the part of the profession ;
and as the subject is coming up for discussion at our next
Hospital Committee I and my colleagues ask for your advice
in order that we may adopt a course which shall commend
itself to our professional brethren. The School Board for this
district in the case of non-attendance at school issue certifi-
cates to the parents of the absentee (requiring them to be
returned duly filled up and signed by a medical man) of
which the following is a copy :-

SCHOOL BOARD FOR WEST HAM.
FORM OF MEDICAL CERTIFICATE.

Date .......................189
...... is suffering from ..............................and is not* now fit to attend school, but will probably be able to return in
......weeks. The child has been under my care since the ...............189

(Signed) ................................

* If the child is now fit to attend school have the kindness to strike
out the word " not " and the words following " school."
NOTE.-The Board will not be liable for any expense attending the

filling up of this certificate.
Doubtless many of these certificates have been filled in
and signed gratuitously by medical men as the simplest way
of ridding their patients of the irksome visits of the School
Board attendance officer, but in the out-patients’ room of our
hospital we have always declined to sign them, feeling sure
that the hospital card which is kept by the patient should be
sufficient evidence of illness. Lately, however, a member of
the Hospital Committee wrote to the secretary "asking to
be informed by whose authority the medical staff refused to
sign the above certificate." The matter has been referred to
the Staff Committee for report. It has always been our
boast that the disease from which our patient is suffer-
ing is a private matter between our patient ard our-

selves. This rule has been broken through by the legislature
in the case of the Infectious Diseases (Notification) Act,
188 in the interests of public health, where the principle
is recognised that the medical profession are entitled to a
fee from the local sanitary authority for the information
supplied. The educational Acts merely cite illnea as a

legitimate reason for non-attendance at school. Does this

imply that the School Board are entitled to know
the particular disease which causes the disability ? If
it does not, then surely the medical man, in fiillng
in the disease, is committing a breach of Drofes-
sicnal etiquette. If it docs, then the local authority I,
for educational purposes is nquhing- information in the
interest of public education, and should be prepared to pay
for it in the sme way as the local authority for public health
purposes ; but quite apart frcm information our board goes
a step further ard desires a distirct professional opinion, a
professional opinion n quirirg the greatest development of
medical skill&mdash;namely, the probable duration of the disease-
at the same time intimatirg to all and sundry its desire to
have this professional advice without paying for it. Grant-
ing for one moment that the infcrmation is desirable, the
system of entry of cur out-patient department would enable
any case of illness to be easily traced throughout the whole
course of its attendance, and the information required by the
certificate could be supp)i(d to any cfficer of the School
Board appointed to attend the hospital with that object.
The cases of bogus illness which the certificates are

apparently intended to check must be comparatively few,
while the certificates themselves are freely distributed to
scholars who &egrave;o not atterd, frcm which it would appear that
the time and ekill of the medical profession are to be used in
order to save trcuble to the school attendance efficer, and in
order that the School Attendance Ccmmittee of the West
Ham School Beard may render itself Efficient by means of the
labour of other people. We all here recognise the ability
with which the School Beard studies the interests of education
in this district, and no class is more interested in and
desirous of the spread of educaticn than that of medical men,
but surely en principle it is time for us to pause when an

important executive department of the country asks us to
give it gratuitous advice, and it is proposed that a hospita’ ,
committee shall recognise the appreciation of the suggestion
that it is our duty so to do.

I am, Sirs, yours faithfully,
CHARLES SANDERS.

Romford-road, Stratford, E., Feb. 5th, 1895.

** We see no reason that the School Board should be
informed of the exact medical diagnosis. The fact that.

under certain circumstances this diagnosis is communicated
to the local sanitary authority is sufficient for the safe.

guarding of public health. We entirely agree with our-

correspondent that medical services should not be expected.
by individual or corporation to be given gratuitously, and
hope that the hospital committee in question will see the
propriety of supporting their medico staff in so reasonable
a contention.-ED. L.

CHARLES SANDERS.

"THE ABSENCE OF SUGAR FROM NORMAL
URINE PROVED BY A NEW AND

SIMPLE METHOD."
To the Editors of THE LANCET.

SIRS,-I hold it to be the duty of anyone engaged in a,

scientific discussion to publicly admit any error of statement
which he may have made so soon as his attention has been
directed to it. On reading Dr. Pavy’s letter and referring
again to his book I find that, although his position
might have been more clearly stated, I was wrong in
supposing that he applied the fermentation test directly
to normal urine and not to a product extracted from the
urine by a series of chemical processes. I now admit
my mistake and express my regret for having made it.
Dr. Pavy’s comment on my quotation of Sir William
Roberts as to the limitation of the fermentation test is
unfair and misleading. I have already admitted my error
in supposing that Dr. Pavy applied the test to the entire
urine and not to an extract therefrom ; but while believirg
the former to have been the method employed it was quite
pertinent to indicate that the largest amount of sugar sup-
posed to be present in normal urine could not be shown by
the fermentation test. With this simple explanation I kave-
to the impartial judgment of others whether it is not Dr.

Pavy who "has considered himself at liberty to neglect to
give consideration to the misleading effects of putting an
incomplete representation before your readers."

Again, in suggesting that Dr. Pavy by neutralising his-
acid fluid by carborate of foda before he applied the
fermentation test was introducing a possible source of error,
he facetiously says that I am "indulging in some kind!
of jest, ard that the suggestion borders too much on the
absurd to be otherwise than a jest." Dr. Hallibnrtcn, how-
ever, appears to have thought the suggestion snfficientJy
reasonable to induce him to perform some experiment?, the
results of which he recorded in THE LANCET of last veek.
He found that the acidity of urine to which 1 per cent. of
sugar had been added did not prevent fermentation, and
that normal acid urine and the same urine neutralised ty
ammonia did not ferment with yeast, but normal nrine
neutralised by sodium carbonate with the addition of
yeast gave off an abundance of carbonic acid gas. Another
tube contained a weak solution of sodium carbonate and
yeast, but no urine. Here also gas was given off. One result
of my "jest" and of Professor Halliburton’s experiments
will be that in future Dr. Pavy will not neutralise an acid
fluid with sodium carbonate before applyirg the fermEnta-
tion test. Since, however, he states that the production of
alcohol was ascertained this appears conclusive. It is to be
regretted that a scientific discussion cannot be cei2ducted
without an unseemly display of personal feelirg, ard eren
the suggestion of an "offence to literary probity," to which
I do not feel called upon to reply. What would be thought of
the doubtful taste displayed if, in referring to Dr. Pavy’s ler-
sistently ignoring the reducing action of kreatimne, I were to
speak of it as " too much bordering on the absurd to be
anything but a jest" ?
The present position of the question as to the presence of

a trace of sugar in normal urine may be briefly stated. Seme
eminent chemists and physiologists obtain from the nrire a
substance which has all the characters of glucose ; but ite


